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lt.'itl^T^1T^/2/97-X!;tl'4t(t2ft.—1963 (1963^38) ^»1Rr 48, 49 #1 50 ?RrTJI^ 7lf«w4f 
3T^;t1TT 11 

31^ 

VTi4 -iira COTT. A ) .31l^<<*. 

31T^ 

( 27 1998 ^ xnftcT ) 

■*TF Mi*icii firfitir 3i*fi wf 'Si'nft % ''TtT^ -^tri utrt RRfV?T'!' i 

2.1 MWIR tR»bK ■RT^, 97 ■^' ’STIRr ^3TT «1TI % ■q7«llrl, ^ y«lR 3TT^ (STH 

oFR% fVnj^ qit TilrCiioRn qiT [qqi 'i^i qt I H^rdR RTR ^ 

dOH'q I qfrRiTiyRTCNrR'T ftRnRT, 1997 tttrt ^ 1 ' 5 tfi tRiq 1^1. '^. ■'ft,'^. % h^ii % hi'IT (qrrT tfWr^ "qnR) 

‘inri'Miii x-qiwif 3 iR ^SRq 4'^'ll % Rny,■qi^THTRiJ RTqfwt TRtH^ qil sciRttn RRqft, 1998^" URTR RTOlftR RR 'Rri I 

2.2 TTTfrRRT H«IR, qJRi 'pRIT^ 'RRf ITTRrR^ % ftpRIRf ■^’ fRUfft?! RUR# ’SiftfRIT % R7RK1 311^1 lfr% ■qwt WR % 

3TWr#T eiT I FT ■'’P. 1998 ■^' FR Rt RWRfi R^'W '^RRT^ ■^’ Rlt R^ I 

3. R^. it. Oritur'^' f^RRf^iftsmRTjRnPm eft :— 

(i) Rli-yi^ii, ' 3 R ■RFRRT, -ilohtiui, ilRR 3 (lfi % %r; 3 iVt RRR I 


.1209 G1/9R 


( 1 ) 
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(ii) ^ ^ 

Sr^RtER % 1RR I 

(iii) aft? qmcT^ % aft? anr^to % 
?JC<D I 

(iv) tRR 7 ^ ^aft % Epi)? ^ 

aft? «rc^oT ft?rcr, q?FR ft?Tc?T,^irc? ifte aft? 

?i)Ei ^ ar?! trt? 1 

(v) aft? ^ «nRf % pw I 

(Vi) ffT?T vricfUHli ^i5t aRjf^ % 

5r»n? I 

(vii) xr»T ^ ^ % ft?? ?ift?r ?n^vH ft^TRT I 

(viii) TftfTreft?^ ^ i 

(iX) err ^fNraft % »ftrR ^r?gaft tr? afETR 

I 

(X) RRT aft? cnrft?? I 

(Xi) CTff % ftn? »Tr?T mrr? I 

(Xii) err ^ RTTf % ift?7? EfRft ^ qjFft ?JcTT?^/ 

er qjc^ qfe ^XRnr 1 

4. ER ^ Eft ^ qq H'j^rq MN*qR«^ 'c?Fm ^5 Rt' ai^f^itu) 
TR ^m? ftRT ert 11 ?mtER EPT M^-dici 1995-96 % artq?^ % 
?i^ ^ ftRT ert ^ ftmft 1 0% HTRcR ^TTeTf trt ^ 1 tr 

^ Eft ^ JTRR qft ??f aTRT? er TjftR ^??RT # ft? 

1996-97 % ariq?^ % ?R■E^ ft ?tf 26% ^ftEq I 

5. ftrq RTtWTaft ^ ERRRft qftiRT ft MR feRT, ERRq W 

qft ft ftiTHf^ffed qfftqR ft :- 

(i) Mwftr 10% qft ^ ft 1 aRcft ftemaft 
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it €t ^ 2i?g?T: ^ HHdt i 50% aimr arf^raj ^ 

^ Tf>] jrmm ^ I 

(li) 3nRT^ ^u>g4N itf^ ^ it^ 'dMIdt Tf>\ 

Siiqc^ ' ET7T vjRia ^ni ^ TFrN' 'itH Pb^ti Mtii I 

(iii) t^Tirfr ^ ^ i 5 ?iiP»h ftrm ^tot 

^ ft? ^ ^ ®nvJT ^j>t 9 ^ ^ ^iJt 

^ I 

(iv) ?FR : 5 TcTi % HHH I ^ ^ ^ 10 

^ TflTT <D<^ 3 cft^ ftn <i>y ^ I 

(v) ij jmr^ ^it t^rt ^i>t i ^RiieH TfR^ 
% Mpu i FR^-^n q «n| RcRRt % ^ i?ft STWTRT 
^ 9t Rnft 11 

(vi) myiHd ?f5Tnf t?? 15 ^o itf^ twr mri 
^ TRfTR Tq^ ^ 11 

(vii) VRZ\^ i ^ RTi qicft ^ Tmf^R=T ^ 

ftRT TTOT Tmtrl)! ^ ^jToTwr THTRif qJT ^q?1R 
^ rt qyrm ^ ^3n 9t I 

6. 9 ^ RTR^ qr qrf ^oiT gT ?rm 27 ^jctt^, 98 qi ^ 

^sqj i teR fiRT W <qT I TPft TFR q? «1t^yK ft^IR 

qjri % MVdM qr atlripTfr -^jERT qpTi qn fVfq 

f^RT RTT ;- 

(I) ‘eiTR ^TcT^ q? PlVjc ^ qi ^ qR q>7i) ^ 
qRi % H't-diq qJT 3ITUR I 

(ii) 'qRWT q>mt* q^ 15 ^o qf^ itf^ qq qq jrr cqqri 
qrfTTq qq amjR I 

9TqR f^o % 3niqq ^ qRct i) 

9 Tr q^qq q? fVfq q?t qranj I 
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(ili) wn ^ ^ Thf^ ^ 3TTT^ shu 

?ra» ijyifiF tr*T ^ ^ ztrt jsnrrri f\i 

Tf>\ I 

(iv) '^nmf % arrtcH' RrRi*c hir fititi ^ ^ 

% PRfTTZr % ^ ?TFT?T f^R?T # 

3T1^ ftftiV! RR I 

(V) fe- iMu ft zfft arf^np rr % xr ^ ^ ^ ^ 3r^ 

Pi^y i l i tt 7 ?fTT^ zrr^ m xfft win ^ ^ xfSt 

tthri %XRT PjilJjrt ^ WTR ^ 7^TT I 

(Vi) HFT n>>«il)Thl3l1r X|>t ^3^ 31^ ^ ft 

f2lM«i % znfpft ft^ ^ ^ I 

7. ?Tr vpm t^xirjr 3rfc#?p j^sr\ % ^ Tnf^pj>>nn 5 Kt 

27 3n5^,98 XFt ^ X3FT5)t ^ 5^ RTT^ tR f^TETK 
i^mr FTzn I ml^jfh^ui ^ pjHf^Rsm ftwi qr f^lxTR :- 

(i) '?r€kr 3^7 ‘f^r^TFTPft’ % ^ 

«*^|v* TSn vTTXRT 1 

(ii) H'1^14 MNFMf^XIT 'ennrT RR’ ^ STRlf^ t I ^TPRf^ 

eTFTXT TTtrTR3rt TR"^ ^ 57T F^tf^ iT? ^ XT^TTcTFr 

WT 54% # I Tfp ttutr iTTgfT: 96>97 4? 3 TTcI 7^ ^ 
3mJTf^ ^ I xif^ ^ % 3IR)^ ^ ttitrT ^ ?llfil<H f^JRT 
Rm ?ft RCT 3^7 3Tf^ F) TRRT I 

?7TXf>t ^ WT F^TTTf 4 RcT 10% ^ ^ 

mTTFT ^ I 

(iii) cTTH xjft ^ f4)ihl4 TcTtI ^ Hiwf^d Xj5t 
t I 

wm^ 10%^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tmi^ ^ t\ 
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(iv) T|u|Tmj' #en-55[N cTmcT ^fr 3ra ^ wm ^ w^r f ^ci 
^ iJrt TJ# # I ^ ^ cTTTTrrt W 

'Tfnrr 3Tibwf^*r ^r^-Fn arFf^^ ^ 11 

(V) M'd’TTiO) 5RT cFt ^CT ^ f^ratf^cT 

mm Trm t I ^ ?ft 'pj-^yiV ^ ajtr ^ ^ 'f^mr mr mr^i' 
ttuht ^ ^ I 

(3r«-T^ «rcHH ^ 

^ilcTTT? ) % HR % ^ f^rtf^TcT ^ ^T 

i5teT WT ^ griiiii nm # 1 m Trl^Tifr m? 

3cnm mmfT ^ # I mrRTs^r ^ ttt mF>T 

^ mr 311-fTTf^th ^ f^TEfR ^ 

TnFTfT. ^ RTR qmq ?tm ^ ^ tt? ^ 

m?T ^n m^jcir Tn«tg> ^ mmnq ciftrt 

mrtn^t I 

(Vi) ^STTR % ^q ^ q^^qi # 5^ qw q>) trtjrt ^ fzrf^Rrr 

^ % ^3mq-xr?FT ^ mt ^3:f^ ^q ^ 

viiP^oj ftvm Trm # I 

(vii) cRR qq ^ q>q^ mr qqmq 

^rqrqrqm ^F^rqf mt ??ftcqrT%cT q>7% qq 

qm ^fjT^ % qzrm qq ^mnf^ t I 
(viii) qq^ iM % qra>^ ^Rmq qfi qrsTv'ijI % 

qqif ^ q?fqR qvTi^ ^ c^ qmqlr q^t rtri 
q^ mt qr4t snqq^ % ^ 5rf^ qranq eq 
mq qfrff^ qit qq ^ q R^l^d -5Tq^ % 

qRwiiHW'joM ^ % qqrqlr ^ ^ Ft micft ^ I 
(iX) qg>Tq cR? qc^^ qq f^qqrt ' qq 10 qjq 

mq% 3 qsqqr q^qr? t artq crqjHnq qq atmrf^ 
I FTt TFFi ^ q? ^ q>qqT q^Rr ftt qmR 
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30 ^ ^ 10 0)7 W CTT I 

(X) TTH ^ ^ ^ TRsrn ?to) 'i^uiiPrd ^ 

anw^T % I fTT% 3jf^RTb % ^jyrfoFT o?t 
f^jf^nrf^fcT ziTcft 7rT%r0)t^ w ^ ^witin 

0)7% SPHli ^ *T|H«h1 A 

TRJeO) A 50% 3r™ 1 00% (»ft) cTO) ^ ^ # I 

fJfRft ift 7?T7 ^ IT? 7»TC ^ # ftf) ^ 3T?7Tf^ 
^c^o^iPi'o^t TmrdT ^ dt ^ ^jqfoFT 

f^c^'cT ^ oTilr f^rqr Tnftxy I 
(xi) 4t ^ ^ ^ 'qT7TT»R wff' oft ^ ttwtht en^; 

i 3jt7 ?77% OJc^ 0)T TTTdTO I^Rin I ?7T 
TR OJt TTOJ MdlcT^ {^7T^ S'l^ld 5'87^^ 

SrTTT 07IR tyO) ^RTn iTTTR^ A ToO A ^5^tt^ft ^ 
t\ 

(Xii) TT? TTFT Pr70i|lf^0) ^ ft) H71 >tT)I ^ ftcW % ftiTi: Tmn 

IT^ ^rnrnfT ^ ^37T% OnTTO ^ # I 977 07 

4 ?t^ ^ q^Tirft, 98 ^ ^jrnrtftrd JT?]oOf 
fton-ft^ wftncTT TftrFRftr A mftcT ftTn-ftftYT 
770 41 5T7T H77TT4 OH TT^TT-td W "ITT I ftOTT-ftftTtt 
gjt TJiTTT!) 77Xr 7^ HflJ ^7^ ^ Tjftw ^ ftflj 07R ^TTITlt 
^ M7 T »T yi ^ 9777^ dTTT 3RT ft^-ftft^lt 7^ 71HHy 
Rl^fiid ^ITR ftjTJ OTT# A I f^i'ilOVT TTF OHlf Hl(t ft OTOT 
3tt7 ftr^ridlf oft 3nft arftnjpTd ftnrr otthi t I 9 ^ fT^iftr 
^ ftTn-ftftOT oft ftpjftld 0 ) 7 ^ % ftT< 5 ld TFt 
jnftTT)T3lif oft 977 TTTTTT ofl^ 5Tm 0#[ 9^ 710)dl I 


8 . 


TJO)^ oft ^ TTiTTd TTTinft % A^A A 77^ TFId ^ 07 
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% M!?t^Tri TTT^ji^ f^rw7 % amiN ^ 
mf^4)VU| ^ PiHf^Rarf :- 

(i) 10% ^ ^ ^FT ^rrerm sr^^rtf^ ^jtrh # I 

(ii) f^mli ^ «jyif*5R ^ nwN si^n'lftci ^ %qT ^imr t I 

(iii) ciTR wm cTtt^ ^ wtctiIcIci ^ 

TTI^ I 

5# ^rajR WeT ^ ^ ^ wr^ cJ>f 

TJTvTRT STcZlf^ ^TSTt? ^TRIT W I m-dlRld 
cR^t t 3f|T ?p|) ^ SrTtnf^ t, 5'Hf^l^ 10 ^ 
5 (3 ^ ) PlVlMci: ^WR ^ 

H T d i ftd ^ ^ 4 tratr^T KTc^ ^ # I 

irafi! > cTTT7 -WH ^ 'ZFH ^f>T^ ^ ^ 

WR W 3Rf^T?f ?T0.TT 3Fir RTR R-T# ^ 
3RR 3(k SRR-SToPT WH? cTTT^ ^ 

<4^f4dl ^ RTT^iit I ^ERlIRTn % 1^ % 

3^7 FT^ 3fl7 c^ 

aiRrai ^ sftr ^ 'Piw]c^‘ srai^i* 3#? 
3FII ePK ^ ^ 3tt7 STcrf^' 

f^rtriR?! f^K Wf TRRT t I 

TPT ^ 4t €t ^ Rr 3rpTT ITRTm 

^TFRtRi I 

^ ^Pifjj^d R> ^ TRTRi srsRf 

^ ^iRT H it. 3rRTR^ ^ ^ ^ frttRr ^ 

3ITEft ^ F7 Tr?ftf^ eTT? FW ^ 3T^»TR?T RrT RRT 
t I ^ TTRir ^^JF3R 6tRH^30 4RHcR>10 
3RRT SnRt^ ^ 2 ^.3Trf .€t. flfrrf^ 

#TT 3jR vj^ iTTiIR v:-?t.3rR .??t. hI^R ^T ^ 
^ TRR wMrqr viin^nr I 
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(iv) wft* ^ ^ ePTT^ ^ TTifte HWicJ 

jraiOTi sm TTiR TT^i> sfonr * 11 * 10 ! A 

^ # 1 ^ ^ 7TT PfToTm % ^ 

uTTZI 3Tfirar I fR’JJfTR m^TT^T % 'WWT 

wff ^ ijozfj ?FTT^ ^ Trate ^icT^ ^ ^ 

3T^ ftnn vn?n t!^ f^o b^ttt 

^FR FPT^ A v?rRT # ■ I 

9.1 ?Tr% Mfi Tni *R = g Roq 3^7 ^ ^jrRTjfi ^ ^ ^ ^ % 

TR5Tra ^ Tmt^ An w? srgKtf^ f^lvcn ^sTmr ^ I tfi 
?TMI Tpt WTR A J^iA ^ H'Wral ^ ^ TRfhlF |f, 

HtH I H ff 4!W T 3 ff ^ Ai ^ % ’TR A> RT?mT^ 

g>t mitte ^ Am m^\ ^xfAmA ?W 1 tr xft ^ % 
f^RPP 6 98 % ^ TPSOT TT^ tt/tt ^161/2137 ^ 

w^ ^ tht A TmttF# i??t ^ 

TRTtf^ ^ fAAm A TiiftroT f?>FiT ^mrm I 

9.2 tttt ^ lift ^ ^ arRrq^RT % 

TT^ wfrf^ RR I ^ % ?Tr 

^iyu|£|y| TTl^ cRIT ^ TRIv^ ^ 3Hq?i.|ihtll ^ I tnp ^ 

TRTT 3RRT^ % WEIR 317^ ^ STf^R^^RI Ai Ti^'4 ^ 

olPJ^lWt I 

Tj;??. frm, a^ww 
[firam/i imv/arar./i 43/98 ] 

TRAIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 1998 


No. TAMP/2/97-MBPT.— In exefcise Of the powers conferred under Sections 48, 49, and 50 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
hereby notifies amendments to the Scale of Rates of composite towage and 
pilotage fees for the Mumbai Port Trust as in the Schedule appended hereto. 
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SCHEDULE 


The Mumbai Port Taist (MBPT) ... Applicant 


( Passed on this 27th day of October, 1998.) 


This case relates to a proposal from the Mumbai Port Trust for revision 
of composite towage and pilotage charges. 

2.1. The proposal was received by the Government in March 97. 
Consequent upon constitution of the Tariff Authority for Major Ports, the 
proposal was subsequently transferred to this Authority for further attention/ 
action. On a scrutiny of the proposal, various issues came up requiring 
elaboration / clarification. The elaborations / clarifications were received in 
December 97. In the meanwhile, the MBPT revised its proposal in January 98 
to include certain proposals relating to lighterage operations in port approaches 
(outside port limits) and transhipment to other ports, 

2.2. The revised proposal was subjected to further scrutiny following the 
consultative process prescribed in the Authority's Regulations for Transaction 
of Business. This culminated in a joint hearing of the proposal at the port level 
in June 98 
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3. The MBPT proposal covered the following items; 

(i) . Fees and charges for pilotage, tug assistance, towage, mooring, 

etc. 

(ii) . Charges for attendance, cancellation and detention for a Harbour 

Tug, 

(iii) . Attendance and Detention Fees for Master Pilots and Pilots. 

(iv) . Charges for Anchor Hay and Salvage Vessel, Firefloat Vessels, 

Water Boat, and any other suitably equipped craft except a Tug 
within port limits. 

(v) . Charges for hire of Launches and Tank Barges. 

(vi) . Charges for supply of water to ships by Water Boats. 

(vii) . MBPT Fir Service Salvage Vessels, 

(viii). Divers' Fees. 

(ix) . Salvage Fees on articles salved within port limits. 

(x) . Examination and Licence Fees. 

(xi) . Hire rates for Tugs. 

(xii) . Lighterage dues on cargo unloaded from / loaded into vessels 

anchored within the port approaches. 

4. The MBPT proposal is formulated on conventional 'cost plus' 
considerations. The revision has been proposed with reference to the 1995-96 
figured which project a 10% operating deficit. The MBPT justifies this proposal 
as being reasonable on the ground that, with reference to 1996-97 figures, it 
will be 26%. 
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5. The users who participated in the consultative process had the following 
reservations about the proposal: 

(i) . Although a 10% increase is acceptable, through ajh unroaeonable 

system of rounding off fractions to next higher numbers, the 
MBPT has actually proposed increases in many cases, of the 
order of 50% or more. 

(ii) . The segmental approadi adopted is not properly backed by 

proper ‘allocation of costs’ between segments. 

tiiij. Investments have been included as 'capital employed' whereas 
interest accruals thereon have not been so reckoned with. 

(iv) . 'Free days' at anchorage have been arbitrarily reduced from 10 

days to 3 days. 

(v) . The change in the method of calculating anchorage charge 

results in an abnormal hike of the charge for larger vessels. 

(vi) . The basis for the proposal to levy a charge of Rs.15/- pmt on 

'transit cargo’ is not clear. 

(vii) . The proposal does not take into account the oft-repeated demand 

that users shall not be charged for delays not attributable to them. 

6. The case was considered by the Authority in its meeting on 27 July 98. 
After a detailed discussion of all the relevant issues, it was decided to seek 
additional information of the following points: 

(i) . The basis for the proposal to reduce ‘free days at anchorage 

from 10 to 3. 

(ii) . The basis for the proposal to levy a charge of Rs.15/- pmt on 

‘transit cargo'. 
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The implications of any decision on this proposal for the case in 
consideration arising from the application of Ispat Industries 
Limited. 

(iii) . The reasonableness of the system adopted by the MBPT for 

rounding off to the next higher number with reference to the 
decimal position involved. 

(iv) . A more specific examination of the costing in the context of the 

proposal to segmentalise the increase without specific attention to 
‘allocation of costs’. 

(v) . A more specific examination of the observation that the MBPT 

had taken into account its investments while computing the rate of 
return without correspondingly taking into account the interest 
accruals thereon. 

(vi) . A specific examination of the demand that users shall not be 

charged for delays not attributable to them. 

7. With reference to the additional information so collected, the case was 
considered again by the Authority in its meeting on 27 October 98. The 
Authority took note of the following facts in particular: 

(i) . The differential between ‘coastal’ and ‘foreign-going’ will be 

maintained as heretofore. 

(ii) . The proposal is based on the conventional ‘cost plus' approach. 

Going by this approach, with reference to actual cost calculations, 
ie operating deficit is of the order of 54%. This calculation is 
actually based on 96-97 figures. If later figures are taken into 
account, the deficit may be even higher. 

As against this, the MBPT has proposed an upward revision of 
only 10%, 
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The users have no objection to a 10% increase. 

(iii) . The rate of return on investment has been estimated at 

admissible levels. 

(iv) . The calculations have been made with reference to the service- 

wise costing system that has been in vogue for quite some time 
now. There has been no 'cross accounting’ or irregular allocation 
of costs between service segments, 

(v) . The ‘capital employed’ has been found by the Consultant tc be 

properly determined. Neither ‘investments' nor ‘interest on 
investments’ have been reckoned with. 

Only a small portion of Cash Balances has been reflected in 
Capital Employed as part of Working Capital [i.e., Current Assets 
minus Current Liabilities], The interest on these cash balances 
has not been reckoned with. But, even a pro rata consideration of 
an element of this interest in the calculations is likely to be of such 
a negligible impact that this omission cannot be said to vitiate the 
calculations in any meaningful manner. 

(vi) . The benefits flowing from exchange rate fluctuations have been 

properly taken into account in computing this item of dollar- 
denominated tariff. 

(vii) . The proposal to regulate stay of vessels at the anchorage is 

based on a move to discourage unnecessary parkings and 
thereby decongest the anchorage. 

(viii). But, the change in the method of calculating the anchorage 
charge from the present system of different rates for different 
slabs of GRT of vessels to a fixed rate per GRT per day for all 
sizes of vessels results in a steep hike of the charge for larger 
vessels. 
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(ix) . Likewise, the rocljction of ‘free days’ at the anchorage from 10 to 

3 is drastic and not based on any rationale, In this connection, it 
is relevant to note that this provision had earlier been reduced 
from 30 days to 10 days. 

(x) , The MBPT has resorted to rounding off fractions to the next digit. 

Besides violating the accepted statistical practice governing 
rounding off fractions, the method adopted has resulted in some 
cases in the tariff going up by 50% or (even) 100%. 

At any rate, it is not clear why should there be such a rounding off 
at all when highly sophisticated electronic calculation facilities are 
available. 

(xi) . The MBPT has introduced a new concept of ‘transit cargo’ and 

proposed a levy therefor. This particular item is under a specific 
challenge in a separate case filed by a bulk operator (M/s. Ispat 
Industries Limited). 

(xii) The demand for that users shall not be charged for delays not 
attributable to them is unexceptionable. This was also considered 
at the Workshop on Guidelines for Tariff Regulation held in 
Chennai in February 98 Guideline No.41 adopted at the 
Workshop unanimously endorsed the proposition. Common 
principles were to be evolved from this and the other Guidelines 
adopted, in consultation with the port trusts, to facilitate smooth 
operationalisation of the Guidelines. Unfortunately, this has not 
happened; and, no principles have yet been notified That being 
so, no benefit can flow to the users at present from the principle 
underlying the said Guideline 
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8. After a detailed discussion of all the relevant issues, vwth reference to all 
the material gathered and based on a collective application of mind, the 
Authority took the following decisions: 

(i) . The proposal for a 10% increase is approved. 

(ii) . The proposal for rounding off fractions is not approved. 

(iii) . The proposed increase in the levy of anchorage charge is found 

to be too high. 

Likevwse, the proposed reduction in the 'free days’ at the 
anchorage is found to be too drastic, Since the reduction 
proposed is ad hoc and not based on any rationale, a reduction 
from 10 to 5 [and, not 3] will appear to be adequate, especially in 
the backdrop of the increase proposed in the charge. 

While the objective of reducing congestion at the anchorage is 
laudable, it will be preferable to distinguish between better- 
located anchorages and other anchorages and levy differential 
charges accordingly. For example, the port can consider 
prescribed a higher rate and a shorter ‘free period' for anchorages 
which are closer to the docks and on either side of the main 
harbour channel; and, a lower rate with a longer 'free period’ for 
other anchorages 

The MBPT is required to reformulate their proposal accordingly. 

In the meanwhile, to ensure that the port does not lose legitimate 
revenue earnings, a revised anchorage charge at half the rate 
proposed is approved as an interim arrangement. In other words, 
it will now be 10 paise or one U.S. cent per 2 GRT per day from 
6th day to the 30th day and at double the rate per GRT per day 
thereafter. 
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(iv). The proposal relating to a now levy of charge on ‘transit cargo’ is 
under specific challenge in a separate case filed by a bulk 
operator. It will be more appr6priate to go into the details of this 
proposition under that case. Accordingly, the component of the 
proposal relating to a levy on ‘transit cargo’ is delinked from this 
case to be determined in the case filed by M/s. Ispat Industries 
Limited." 

9.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the MBPT proposal is 
approved with the modifications indicated. In view of the fact that many 
modifications have been made in the proposals, for the convenience of port 
users, it will be necessary to hive a revised comprehensive listing of the 
amended provisions in the Scale of Rates. The amendments adopted in the 
(revised) statement sent with MBPT communication No.FA/ACC/161/2137 
dated 6 February 98 shall also be incorporated in this revised comprehensive 
listing. 

9 2. The MBPT is requested accordingly to send a revised listing for 
notification. It is clarified that application of the new rates need not be held up 
on this account. They will come into force with reference to the notification of 
this order after the usual time lag. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
|Advt./III/IV/Exty/143/98] 
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